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Early Alice Motions 
No. Granted Rate 
Motions to Dismiss 47 35 74% 
Motions JOP 42 29 69% 
Motions for SJ 59 43 73% 
Source: Bilski Blog (Nov. 6, 2015) 
Early Alice Motions 
No. Granted Rate 
D. Del. 31 28 90% 
E.D. Tex. 23 8 35% 
N.D. Cal. 19 15 79% 
Source: Bilski Blog (Nov. 6, 2015) 
Early Alice Motions 
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Fee Awards Post-Octane 
Fee Awards Post-Octane 
Federal Circuit Bar Association 
No. Granted Rate 
Pre-Octane 
[May 2013-April 2014] 
46 6 13% 
Post-Octane 
[May 2014-March 2015] 
85 31 36% 
Motions by Accused Infringers 
Fee Awards Post-Octane 
Source: Hannah Jiam, Berkeley Tech. L.J. 
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Inter Partes Review 
Petitions filed by 3/31/2015 
PTAB activity as of 10/19/2015 
2694 
    Settled 
        Pre-Institution 
        Post-Institution 
687 
    376 
    311 
25% 
    55% 
    45% 
    Institution Decisions 
        Instituted 
        Not Instituted (On Merits) 
2261 
    1639 
    622 (462) 
84% 
    73% (78%) 
    27% (22%) 
    Adverse Judgments 96 4% 
    Final Written Decisions  
    (updated to 10/31) 
        All claims unpatentable 
        All claims confirmed 
 
630 
    453 
    86 
 
24% 
    72% 
    14% 
CBM & PGR 
Covered Business Method Review: 
• 385 total petitions (10/31/15) 
• 79 Final Written Decisions 
• 65 (82%): all claims unpatentable 
• 11 (14%): some claims unpatentable 
 
Post Grant Review: 
• So far, only 13 total petitions, 0 trials 
Ex Parte Reexamination 
Patently-O (July 17, 2015) 
